Author index 


such is often the case in the continuous process industries 
when measurements are taken close together in time. In 
order to reinforce our claim Figure 1 of this reply dis- 
plays results of funnel simulations and corresponding 
control charts when the autoregressive parameter $ = 0.8, 
a not unusual value which is often exceeded in practice. 
The reduction in variability when Rule 2* is operated is 
significant. Indeed, inspection of Figure 3 in our paper 
shows that Rule 2* always reduces the process variability, 
while in the standard situation nothing is lost since the 
original measurements are unchanged by the adjustment 
process. We have not yet investigated how our Rule 2* 
compares with the moving centre-line exponentially 


weighted moving average approach of Mastrangelo and 
Montgomery’. 
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